This paper looks at the pandemic of abuse and violence against children worldwide, and examines the historical and cultural roots of these systemic human violations. It proposes strategies to better safeguard children globally, including education and a legal mechanism to hold government officials -national and local -accountable when they fail to protect children from abuse, enslavement, murder, and other crimes, and all too often profit from them.
a child's buttocks with a wooden instrument -is still legal in 21 states, and, according to the Office for Civil Rights at the U.S. Department of Education, is used frequently in rural areas of 13 Southern states (CNN, 2008) .
Violence against children in homes
In most cultures, violence against children is still considered an acceptable, even moral, form of discipline. Some of this violence is extremely severe: physical blows (on many areas of the body, not only on the buttocks), kicking, shaking, throwing, scratching, pinching, biting, burning, whipping, scalding, suffocating, and beatings with belts, bats, sticks, metal rods, and other instruments. In other words, children are subjected to acts that in other circumstances would be classified as torture; acts that, especially since these children are dependent on the adults who commit them, are especially traumatic. Yet 84% of adults in a 2005 study agreed that it is sometimes necessary to discipline a child with a good hard spanking (Straus & Mathur, 1996; Durrant, 2005) , and in most world regions, using force to punish children in families is not defined as an act of violence, even though it would be criminal if used against an adult (United Nations, 2006c).
Indentured and forced child labor and child conscription
Children in many world regions are still forced to work in dangerous and inhuman conditions (International Labour Organization, n.d.) . In Afghanistan, children as young as age four are subject to forced labor and debt bondage, and in Bangladesh young children often work in exchange for advance payments that have been made to their parents (United States Department of Labor, n.d.).
Children are also placed in combat-related roles, setting explosive devices or trained as suicide bombers. For example, the Ugandan Lord's Resistance Army (LRA) abducted about 25 000 children since the 1980s according to the 2008 Global Report on Child Soldiers by the Coalition to Stop the Use of Child Soldiers, and according to an AlJazeera report (2017), the use of child suicide bombers, including girls, in Nigeria, Niger, Cameroon, and Chad by Boko-Haram is on the rise.
THE ROOTS OF VIOLENCE AGAINST CHILDREN
Taken together, the crimes listed above constitute widespread, abhorrent, and systemic violations of the human rights of many millions of children, causing enormous harm and trauma, with life-long effects. The question that arises is why these crimes have been given so little attention in the thousands of volumes that have by now been written about human rights.
One reason is a seldom-noted fact: the astonishing omission, or at best marginalization, of children in what we have been taught as "important" knowledge and truth. The one exception is in departments of education in universities; but even here, the familythe social space where children spend a good part of their early lives -is merely given a nod.
Another reason for the virtual absence until recent times of discussions of children's rights as human rights is an equally astonishing fact: none of the major social categories we use to describe social systems -right or left, capitalist or socialist, industrial or preor post-industrial, Eastern or Western, Northern or Southern -have much, if anything, to say about children or families.
These omissions in both language and normative narratives have served a purpose. They condition people to consider what happens in families and to children to be of little if any real social importance.
Still another reason for the silence about violations of children's human rights is that religious scriptures contain commands to actually use violence against children, such as the famous biblical "spare the rod and spoil the child." So, to this day, many traditions of abuse and violence are still justified on religious grounds, as we saw in the discussion of crimes against children in the previous section.
Again, we may ask, why would religions prescribe and/or permit violence against children in families? And why do so many people still believe that this is acceptable, even moral -even though the same acts against strangers would almost universally be condemned as crimes?
Answering these question requires a new cultural analysis: one in which the social construction of families, and hence parent-child relations, plays a key part. The categories of the domination system and the partnership system provide the conceptual frame for this analysis. We see these connections if we look at the four core characteristics of domination systems: 1) authoritarian rule in both the family and the state or tribe, with strict hierarchies of domination; 2) rigid male-dominance, and with this a devaluation of "feminine" traits and activities such as caring, caregiving, and nonviolence, which are deemed unfit for "real men"; 3) a high degree of socially approved, even idealized, abuse and violence, from child and wife beating to chronic warfare; and 4) stories and language that present ranking of domination, as well as the abuse and violence needed Souillac, 2017). These findings contradict the familiar narrative that human nature is inherently violent, which supports the belief that domination systems are either divinely or naturally ordained. Moreover, evidence that this kind of social organization was also the general norm in both the Paleolithic and early Neolithic -that is, until just a few thousand years ago -is also emerging, supporting ancient stories such as those of Hesiod in the West and Lao Tzu in the East of an earlier more peaceful time and harmonious time, when as we read in the Tao te Ching, the yin or female principle was not yet subordinate to the yang or male principle (Eisler, 1987a) .
However, between 3,000 and 10,000 years ago, a massive cultural shift occurred.
Subsequently, for most of recorded history, the social orientation was generally toward the domination system (Eisler, 1987a) .
With this shift came a view of both children and women as possessions over which the male head of household had life-and-death powers. So we learn from the Bible that Abraham was about to slaughter his son Isaac when his hand was stayed by divine orders (Genesis 22:1-19), and that Jephthah did kill his daughter after vowing to sacrifice the first thing that came out of his house if he won a battle with the Ammonites (Judges 11). In ancient Greek writings, we read how king Agamemnon kills his daughter Iphigenia as a sacrifice so his ships can sail to Troy (Hughes, 2000) . Even later, under the laws of the fabled ancient Athenian democracy, the male head of household had the right to have newborn babies "exposed" (abandoned to slowly die), which was often the fate of female children in this rigidly male-dominated, warlike, slave-holding dominationoriented system (Keuls, 1995).
There were periods of partnership resurgence, when the domination creed of "might makes right" was challenged, as it was two thousand years ago by the teachings of Jesus (Eisler, 1987a) . But not until approximately three hundred years ago do we see mass movements challenging traditions of domination.
THE STRUGGLE FOR CHILDREN'S RIGHTS
During the 1700s, the "rights of man" movement that emerged during the European Enlightenment challenged the "divinely ordained" right of despotic kings to rule their "subjects." This was followed by the feminist movement, which challenged the "divinely ordained" right of men to rule the women and children in the "castles" of their homes. The abolitionist, civil rights, and anticolonial movements challenged the "divinely ordained" right of one race or nation to rule over another. The pacifist and then peace movements challenged the use of force to impose rankings of domination.
The movement for social and economic justice, and later the human rights movement, challenged traditions of violence and injustice. The environmental movement challenged man's "divinely ordained" right to dominate and conquer nature.
The organized challenge to the tradition of domination and violence against children has been a latecomer in the challenges to traditions of domination. Like earlier movements toward partnership, it has been, and still is, widely resisted worldwide.
Nonetheless, there has been some forward movement on both the national and international levels. States must act now with urgency to fulfill their human rights obligations and other commitments to ensure protection from all forms of violence," and that "no violence 1 Prior to the enactment of the anti-spanking laws, opinion polls from 1965 showed that 53% of the Swedish people considered physical punishment indispensable. An anti-spanking campaign during 1970s resulted in a shift to 30% of the population believing that physical punishment was indispensable. By 1994, survey results show that a majority (89%) of Swedes were opposed to every form of physical punishment. Subsequent research (2000) indicates that the percentage of the population opposing all forms of physical punishment has risen to 92%, and among today's generations of parents and the generation to come, there is a greater abhorrence of physical punishment. Save the Children, Sweden. (2001) . against children is justifiable; all violence against children is preventable" (UN News Center, 2006).
These are important steps in the gradual movement toward the partnership side of the social scale. But much more is urgently needed -not only if children worldwide are to be protected and cared for, but also if we are to build a world where human rights are honored in all spheres of life.
It should be enough to say that ending the widespread and heinous violations of children's human rights must be a top priority for international human rights organizations, local and national governments, the United Nations, and other international institutions. But while it has been said and said again, as we saw earlier, these egregious human rights violations and the enormous suffering and damage they cause continue worldwide (Eisler, 2013).
Sexual abuse is an example. It has not been enough to document the horrific personal effects on millions of children of this crime, which has been found to disrupt not only normal childhood development but also normal brain functioning (Perry, 2002) , even though the injuries and psychological damage from sexual abuse often haunt children throughout their lives, not to speak of the many it has killed, especially in the sex industry, whether from contracting AIDS or at the hands of sex traffickers/enslavers (World Health Organization, 2000) . This failure to end the suffering and deaths of children has led child advocates to focus attention on the economic costs of these crimes. For example, the huge costs of sexual abuse, from the spread of sexually transmitted diseases and teen pregnancies to the lost human potential, have been well documented (World Health Organization, 2000) .
There are also enormous social and political costs associated with traditions of abuse and violence against children that become starkly visible from the perspective of the partnership/domination social scale Eisler, 2016). I have written extensively about this matter elsewhere, so I will only briefly address some salient points here.
Studies going back to the classic The Authoritarian Personality (Adorno, FrenkelBrunswick, Levinson, & Nevitt Stanford, 1964) Using this new approach, we can see that unless particular attention is paid to changing how children are viewed and treated, we will not have the foundations for more equitable and peaceful relations -be it in families or in the family of nations.
A CALL TO ACTION
I believe that education is a major instrument for cultural change. But as someone who also has a legal background, I believe that law and its enforcement can play a major role in this process.
I have therefore proposed expanding the purview of international law to protect children worldwide (Eisler, 2013) . The Rome Statute, especially Article 7 on Crimes against Humanity, was enacted to enable the International Court to prosecute those responsible for widespread, abhorrent, and systemic violations of human rights, including those who in a State participate in, condone, or fail to prohibit or provide adequate protection against these practices. 2 While the Rome Statute has been applied primarily to acts in wars or armed conflict zones, the intent of the statute is the protection of certain groups from genocide and/or widespread, abhorrent, and systemic violations of human rights.
However, as it now stands, the Rome Statute does not list children under protected groups. This is why I have proposed two actions:
1. Expanding the interpretation of relevant sections of the Rome Statute, particularly sections of Article 7 -Crimes against Humanity, to include widespread and systemic practices that cause children great suffering or serious injury to physical or mental It was adopted at a diplomatic conference in Rome on 17 July 1998, entered into force on 1 July 2002, and has been used in a number of high profile cases such as the trial of a Serbian leader for war crimes.
